Scholastic minutes 09/20/2005 by Scholastic Committee
University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well
University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well
Scholastic Committee Campus Governance
9-20-2005
Scholastic minutes 09/20/2005
Scholastic Committee
Follow this and additional works at: http://digitalcommons.morris.umn.edu/schol_com
This Minutes is brought to you for free and open access by the Campus Governance at University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well. It has been
accepted for inclusion in Scholastic Committee by an authorized administrator of University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well. For more information,
please contact skulann@morris.umn.edu.
Recommended Citation
Scholastic Committee, "Scholastic minutes 09/20/2005" (2005). Scholastic Committee. 228.
http://digitalcommons.morris.umn.edu/schol_com/228
University of Minnesota, Morris 
Scholastic Committee 
Minutes # 2, September 20th, 2005 
 
The Scholastic Committee met at 8:00 A.M. on September 20th in the Science Conference Room 
(Sci 3500).  The next meeting will be September 27th, 2005 in the same location. 
 
Members present: S. Aronson, S. Black, B. Burke, D.De Jager, B. Finzel, J. Goodnough, J.-M. 
Kim, N.McPhee (chair), L. Meek (secretary), G. Sheagley, C.  Strand. 
 
1. The September 13th minutes were approved without change. 
 
2. James Morales (VC for Enrollment) and Jaime Moquin (Director of Admissions) met with the 
committee.  One of the charges of the Scholastic Committee is that the Director of Admissions 
meets once or twice a year with the Scholastic Committee to address such issues as admissions 
criteria, the admissions process, the quality of the student body and the numbers of applicants 
admitted and enrolled compared to other years.   
 
Nic McPhee welcomed James and Jaime and gave a brief history of Scholastic oversight of 
admissions.  Leslie Meek reviewed the powers for the committee and shared some of the recent 
history of admissions oversight, including a letter to Dean Schwaller (12/03) requesting 
additional input by the committee in admissions decisions.  Dorothy De Jager gave additional 
history from the 1980’s indicating that the committee had previously been very involved in 
decisions about how many transfer students to allow, how many freshmen to enroll and that the 
committee had the power to call campus committees or groups together to make decisions about 
admissions and issues that affect students and disciplines.  
 
Both McPhee and Meek noted that they felt some frustration with the oversight of admissions by 
the committee since it seemed more titular than real.  They felt that a discussion of Scholastic 
input into admissions practices and policy with admissions staff was timely, now that the 
positions of VP of Enrollment and Director of Admissions were both filled. 
 
James Morales noted that admissions is well aware of the oversight of the committee and stated 
that both admissions and the committee need to have enough interaction to feel that both are 
doing their jobs.  He noted that new policy would be discussed with the committee prior to any 
implementation.  He also requested a list of Scholastic Committee duties that overlap with 
admissions (such as suspensions and readmission after suspension; AP, IB and CLEP awards, 
standards for admissions, etc.).  Jaime Moquin asked if Scholastic had ever been involved in 
admissions decisions and De Jager replied that in the 1980’s they were, but that now they were 
only involved in readmissions.   
 
Bart Finzel asked how Morales interpreted the committee’s oversight, and he replied that he saw 
us as having input into student quality, but also into advice on policy. 
 
Morales noted that Moquin will have oversight over the readmission process for students, and 
that Meek will be the committee’s representative in that process.  Clare Strand raised two issues 
related to readmissions: 1) If admissions is overseeing all readmissions, they need to be sensitive 
to the catalog that the student was admitted under.  2) There was formerly a practice that “once a 
senior, always a senior”, meaning that matriculated student could re-enter UMM to add a major 
or minor or teaching licensure without applying for readmission; and that this readmission was 
under the purview of the registrar’s office.  Currently, these students must reapply through 
admissions.  Moquin noted that by applying through admissions, financial aid matters can be 
expedited and that they are able to determine whether students should be readmitted (e.g., 
conduct code violations).  Strand said that she was most concerned with an expeditious handling 
of this particular group of students; and that the committee needed to clearly define what a ‘leave 
of absence’ was for a student, since UMTC policy states that once a student has been gone for 
one semester they are deactivated; while UMM’s current policy is that students are not 
deactivated until they have been gone for two semesters (not including summer terms).  
 
Morales brought up that the College Board had reviewed our AP scores and awards as listed on 
the Web and noted several that needed to be updated. De Jager said that they were all updated, 
but that apparently that information had not been disseminated.  It was decided that AP, IB and 
CLEP scores and awards would be listed on the Scholastic Committee website and that 
admissions would link to that site, and that De Jager would be the webmaster in charge of 
updating that information as it changes.   
 
Barbara Burke brought up the idea that she thinks many students have a skewed idea of what 
UMM is really like and that there may be a disconnect between our advertising materials and 
reality.  Morales offered to return to the committee in one month and discuss the materials, as 
well as readmits of seniors and a continuation of our discussion of committee involvement in 
admissions.  Moquin offered to bring information about how admissions reviews student 
applications.   
 
The committee was adjourned. 
 
